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(O. 8.) 
CHARLES ©. BEATTY, D.D., LLD., Steubenville, 0. 
JOHN: "I. BACKUS, D.D., Schenectady, N. Y. 
| , PHINEAS D. GURLEY, D.D., Washington, D. C. 
\ suet JOSEPH G.°MONFORT, D.D., Cincinnati, O. 
ah i WILLIAM D. HOWARD, D.D., Allegheny City, Pa. 
“ERA” MALLIAM E. SCHENCK, D.D., Philadelphia, Pa. 
‘Fw “VILLEROY D. REED, D.D., Camden, N. J. 
“... "| © _. ~ FREDERICK T. BROWN, D.D., St. Paul, Minn. 
J. EDSON ROCKWELL, D.D., Brooklyn, N. Y. 
JAMES M. RAY, IEsq., ndianapolis, Ind. 
Hon. ROBERT McKNIGHT, Pittsburgh, Pa. e 
Hon. SAMUEL GALLOWAY, LL.D., Columbus, O. 
Hon. HOVEY K. CLARKE, Detroit, Mich. 
Hon. GEORGE P. STRONG, St. Louis, Mo. 
Pror. ORMOND BEATTY, LL.D., Danville, Ky. 


(N. 8.) 
WILLIAM ADAMS, D.D., New-York City, N. Y. 
EDWIN F,. HATFIELD, D.D., So ss 
JONATHAN F. STHARNS, D.D., Newark, N. J. 
PHILEMON H. FOWLER, D.D., Utica, N. Y. 
JAMES B. SHAW, D.D., Rochester, N. Y. 
HENRY L. HITCHCOCK, D.D., Hudson, O. 
ROBERT W. PATTERSON, D.D., Chicago, I. 
HENRY A. NELSON, D.D., St. Louis, Mo. 
GEORGE F. WISWELL, D.D., Philadelphia, Pa. 
Hon. EDWARD A. LAMBERT, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Hon. JOSEPH ALLISON, LL.D., West-Philadelphia, Pa. 
Hon. HENRY W. WILLIAMS, LL.D., Pittsburgh, Pa. 
Hon. TRUMAN P. HANDY, Cleveland, O. 
Mr. ROBERT W. STEELE, Dayton, O. 
Hon. JACOB §, FARRAND, Detroit, Mich. 


ON REUNION. 


Extracts from the Minutes of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian 
Church, in the United States of America, in session at Harrisburgh, Pa., May 
22d, 1868 : 

FRIDAY, May 22d, 1868. 

Tur Committee appointed by the General Assembly of 1866, 
and continued by the Assembly of 1867, to confer with a similar 
Committee of the other Assembly in regard to the Reiinion of 
the two Branches of the Presbyterian Church, presented a Re- 
port, which was referred to a Special Committee of Nine, to be 
appointed by the Moderator. 


SATURDAY, May 238d, 1868. 
The Moderator announced as the Special Committee on Re- 
union, Rey. Laurens P. Hickok, D.D., LL.D., Rev. Joseph F. 
Tuttle, D.D., Rev. Samuel T. Spear, D.D., Rev. Henry B. Smith, 
D.D., LL.D., and Rev. Augustus T. Norton, with the Elders, 
Hon. William E. Dodge, Hon. Augustus P. Hascall, Edward 
Miller, and Samuel H. Mather. 


The Special Committee, to whom was referred the Report of 
the Joint Committee on Reiinion, presented their report on 
Tuesday, May 26th; it was accepted, and considered from day 
to day, until Friday, May 29th, when its further consideration 
having for the present been suspended, it was 

Resolved, That, before proceeding to take the vote upon the 
report of the Special Committee on Reiinion, the roll be called, 
that any member may express his dissent from any article of the 
proposed terms of Retinion, and that such dissent be entered on 
the record. : 

In accordance with this action, the roll was called, and the fol- 
lowing members expressed their dissent from the 2d and 10th 
articles of the Basis proposed by the Joint Committee on Reiinion, , 
namely; the Rev. Henry A. Nelson, D.D., Rev. Timothy Hill, 
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and Elder Jason Yurann; Elder Eli R. Miller expressed his dis- . 
sent from the 2d article; and the following members expressed 
their dissent from the 10th article, namely; Ministers, William 
Waith, T. Ralston Smith, D.D., William T. Eva, Joseph Vance, 
Frederick A. Noble, William A. McCorkle, Ira M. Weed, Charles 
S. Adams, C. Solon Armstrong, Henry B. Eldred, Warren Taylor, 
David E. Beach, Edward D. Morris, D.D., A. Alexander Jime- 
son, Evan L. Davies, Charles H. Marshall, Henry 8. Little, John 
B. Fowler, George Duffield, Jr., George M. Jenks, Robert W. 
Patterson, D.D., Arthur Swazey, John H. Walker, George D. 
Young, John M. Brown, and Thomas Brown; and the Elders, 
Hon. Frederick H. Hastings, Merrill N. Hutchinson, Samuel T. 
Bodine, Daniel B. Greene, Matthew Newkirk, Daniel 8. Beaver, 
and John De Clue. 

The report of the Special Committee was then taken up, amend- 
ed, and unanimously adopted. The Rev. Robert W. Patterson, 
the Rev. Arthur Swazey, the Rev. J. Ambrose Wight, and Elder 
Richard Edwards were excused from voting. 

The report of the Reiinion Committee of Fifteen is as follows :— 


REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON REUNION. 


The Committee, appointed by the General Assembly of 1866, 
to confer with a similar Committee of the other Assembly, in re- 
gard to the Retinion of the two Branches of the Presbyterian 
Church; and continued by the Assembly of 1867, with directions 
and instructions to codperate with the other Committee in fur- 
‘therance of the object, and “report to the General Assemblies of 
1868 any modification of the terms of Union which might seem 
desirable to the Joint Committee in view of any new light that 
may have been received during the year,”—would now respect- 
fully report :— 

That the two Committees again assembled in joint meeting, in 
the city of Philadelphia, on Wednesday a.m., the 11th of March, 
1868, and continued in conference reviewing the terms of Union, 
with the further light which they had received, till Saturday 
afternoon, the 14th, when, having finished the important business 
with which they were intrusted, they finally adjourned. 

Every member of these large Committees was present with the 
exception of Rey. Dr. Hitchcock, of Ohio, absent in Europe, 
Rev. Dr. Howard, of Pennsylvania, detained by severe illness, and 
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J udge Strong, of Missouri, prevented by unavoidable professional 
engagements. Rey. Dr. Patterson, of Illinois, arrived from a for- 
eign voyage, after a long absence, in season to meet the Com- 
mittee ; but, feeling himself obliged to leave for home on Thursday 
Riemnoon: did not participate in the final action. This large 
and patient attendance was a new indication of the deep interest 
which is felt throughout the country in the subject under consi- 
deration, and also of the profound sense of responsibility on the 
part of the several members of the Joint Committee, charged to 
take action in a matter, which must affect extensively and per- 
manently the interests of our country and the kingdom of our 
Lord Jesus Christ. 

To our regret, the report expected from the Legal Advisers 
appointed to investigate questions of property and vested rights 
was not received, owing to the death of Mr. Daniel Lord, and 
the fact that Judges Strong and Sharswood had declined to act 
in the premises, because of their present official position on the 
Bench. After filling a vacancy by the appointment of Hon. 
William M. Porter, of Philadelphia, we requested the Legal 
Committee to meet as soon as practicable and prepare their re- 
port, which will be submitted by them directly to the Assem- 
blies. 

To affirm that all the meetings of the Joint Committee were 
distinguished, as heretofore, by Christian courtesy and kindness 
would be but a faint expression of the truth. This sentiment of 
fraternal confidence and regard assumed such forms of expression, 
that all-who participated in the conference will be sure to re- 
member it, as one of the greatest and happiest privileges of their 
lives. This kindness of feeling, however, did not repress or 
modify the utmost frankness in the statement of difficulties, real 
and alleged, on either side. It ought to be stated distinctly, in 
justice to all the many interests and sections represented by these 
Committees, that there was not the least reserve in the expression 
of the objections, which had been urged in any quarter, against 
the proposed retinion. So frank and explicit was this utterance, 
that at times it appeared as if honest differences of opinion would 
render success uncertain. But the effect of continued and candid 
conference was the increase of’confidence, through the correction 
of misapprehensions and the removal of obstacles, so that the 
very clouds, which threatened to obscure the light, arranged them- 
selves at last so as to reflect and increase what they could not 
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hide. The prayers of many churches and Conventions, in different 
parts of the country, known to the Committee to be ascending to 
God in their behalf, were abundantly answered in the entire har- 
mony and unanimity to which they eventually attained. By this 
unanimity it is not meant, that in every article and act of the 
Committee the preferences of each member were fully met; but 
that all were finally agreed, that the basis of Union now to be 
reported was, in the circumstances, the best that could be framed 
‘in the way of adjusting divers conflicting views and interests ; 
and as such it was adopted, in the final vote, with entire unani- 
mity, pledges of cordial support, and sincere thanks to Almighty 
God. 

Your Committee are fully persuaded that, if the ministers, 
elders, and members, of both branches of the Church had been 
present at our recent conferences, seen what we saw, and heard 
what we heard, they would heartily join in the result which was 
reached by their representatives. With this belief the Com- 
mittee have judged it expedient and proper, to accompany their 
report with such explanatory words, as may serve to convey to 
others the facts and motives which proved of such weight to them- 
selves. 

Your Committee were not at liberty to forget or overlook 
the premises upon which they received their appointment. 
The Resolution of the General Assembly (O. 8.) in which this 
movement originated, expressed the “earnest desire” of that 
body “for reiinion at the earliest time consistent with agreement 
in doctrine, order, and polity, on the basis of our common stand- 
ards and the prevalence of mutual confidence and love.” The 
General Assembly, (N.8.,) in responding to this action by a simi- 
lar vote, expressed “its earnest wish for retinion” on a similar 
basis. ; 

This EARNEST DESIRE for Union, as confessed by both bodies, is 
a fact which antedates the appointment of your Committee. They 
were not commissioned to inquire whether it existed, or to take 
measures to excite and promote it. The existence of this ac- 
knowledged sentiment was the basis upon which the two Com- 
mittees were appointed. These premises assumed, the position 
occupied by the Joint Committee, and the point of view from 
which they should survey their work, were already decided by 
both Assemblies. 


The desirableness of retinion, if it can be consummated on 
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satisfactory terms, is not to be treated and put aside as a blind 
and imbecile impulse; it is the act and expression of Christian 
wisdom, The movement, thus inaugurated and advanced, was 
not made necessary by the condition or prospects of either of the 
bodies now in conference. Each is thoroughly organized, equip- 
ped, and prosperous. Neither needs the accession of the other 
for its own sake merely. The motives which impel to union are 
higher and greater than any which pertain to denominational 
advantage. They relate to the welfare of the whole country, and 
the kingdom of our Lord in all the earth. On this high ground, 
chosen for them in the providence of God, by the action of both 
Assemblies, the two Committees took their stand, inclined in 
advance, when any concessions were to be made, that the lesser 
preference should defer to the greater and the stronger. 

The changes which have occurred in our own country and 
throughout the world, during the last thirty years—the period 
of our separation—arrest and compel attention. Within this time 
the original number of our States has been very nearly doubled. 
It was in the year 1837 that what is now the great and prosper- 
ous State of Michigan was admitted into the Union. Florida, 
Texas, Wisconsin, Iowa, California, Minnesota, Oregon, Kan- 
sas, Nevada, Nebraska, have followed in rapid succession ; 
with numerous Territories already organized, soon to take their 
places in the National Union. And all this vast domain is to 
be supplied with the means of education and the institutions 
of religion, as the only source and protection of our national life. 
The population crowding into this immense area is heterogeneous. 
Six millions of emigrants, representing various religions and na- 
tionalities, have arrived on our shores within the last thirty years ; 
and four millions of slaves, recently enfranchised, demand Chris- 
tian education. It is no secret that anti-Christian forces—Ro- 
manism, Ecclesiasticism, Rationalism, Infidelity, Materialism, and 
Paganism itself—assuming new vitality, are struggling for the as- 
cendency. Christian forces should be combined and deployed, 
according to the new movements of their adversaries. It is no 
time for small and weak detachments, which may easily be de- 
feated in detail. A lesson has been given us in recent years, as to 
the ease with which diversities of sentiment may be harmonized 
and combined in one purpose to maintain the national life. The 
time has come when minor motives should be merged in the mag- 
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nanimous purpose, inspired both by patriotism and religion, to 
Christianize the whole country. 

The necessity of a closer union among Christians of a common 
faith and order has come to be felt, in a new sense, by the mem- 
bers of our several Churches. It cannot be denied, that there ex- 
ists a wide-spread and earnest longing for more of visible unity 
among all classes of Christian people. This is especially notice- 
able among the most intelligent, active, and generous in our 
connection. Responding to the teachings and challenges of the 
Pulpit, the laity in our large cities and towns have entered upon 
a new stage of Christian activity, demonstrating the possibility of 
practical union in the stewardship of Christ. In many quarters 
there is an evident increase of evangelic life and energy. With 
these facts well authenticated before them, your Committee feel 
that, should the elements now stirred and converging toward 
union be diverted and repelled from their object, the effect would 
be most disastrous on the prospects of true religion. If the hearts 
of Christian people, combined already throughout the land in 
Christian work, should be disappointed as to that organic union 
which they crave, and this, through differences asserted by the 
clergy, which the laity either do not understand or with which 
they have no sympathy, the certain effect will be to lessen the 
sentiment of respect and confidence on their part toward their 
appointed leaders, and weaken the force of paramount motives. 

Nor is the proposed Union desirable on our own account only. 
It is inevitable that its effects should be felt throughout the 
whole of Christendom. Many of the ecclesiastical organizations 
of Protestant Europe had their origin m1 remote controversies 
connected with the Reformation. That was a time for the as- 
sertion of truth, rather than for the expression of love. It was 
not so much a season for extending Christianity as for purifying 
and preparing it for future aggression. If we must judge now, 
that segregation was then carried to an extreme beyond what 
was required by necessity and Christian charity, surely we pos- 
sess peculiar advantages in this country and age, for availing our- 
selves of a wiser and happier policy. Nothing is so long-lived 
and inveterate as ancestral memories and prejudices. Before the 
world we are now engaged, as a nation, in solving the problem 
whether it is possible for all the incongruous and antagonistic na- 
tionalities thrown upon our shores, exerting their mutual attrac- 
tion and repulsion, to become fused in one new American senti- 
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ment. Ifthe several branches of the Presbyterian Church in this 
country, representing to a great degree ancestral differences, 
should become cordially united, it must have not only a direct 
effect upon the question of our national unity, but, reiicting by 
the force of a successful example on the Old World, must render 
aid in that direction, to all who are striving to reconsider and re- 
adjust those combinations, which had their origin either in the 
faults or the necessities of a remote past. The results of our pre- 
sent movement are eagerly observed by many, and its success or 
failure must inevitably affect other efforts, at home and abroad, 
looking to the consolidation of other branches of the Christian 
Church; nor can we doubt that, if any hindrance should frustrate 
the consummation of that Union now contemplated by ourselves, 
a pang of grief and disappointment would be felt, not only in our 
own country, but throughout Protestant Christendom. 

The third of a century, the life of a whole generation, has in- 
deed wrought wondrous changes, of the greatest promise for the 
future. Another order of things exists. Old causes of irritation 
are removed. A new generation in the ministry and the mem- 
bership of the Church has arisen, with little sympathy for those 
controversies that resulted in division. A new evangelic spirit is 
abroad, like the breath of spring, inviting to a new style of action. 

It would have betrayed a criminal temper, on the part of your 
Committee, had they been indifferent to those events and senti- 
ments to which they owe their own appointment, and under the 
influence of which they addressed themselves honestly, patient- 
ly, and prayerfully to the duty assigned to them. The result of 
their deliberation is embodied in the following document, which 
they now submit for the consideration of the Assemblies :— 


PROPOSED TERMS OF REUNION BETWEEN THE TWO BRANCHES OF 
THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 


Tur Joint Committee of the two General Assemblies of the 
Presbyterian Church, appointed for the purpose of conferrmg on 
the desirableness and practicability of uniting these two bodies, 
deeply impressed with the responsibility of the work assigned us, 
and having earnestly sought Divine guidance, and patiently de- 
voted ourselves to the investigation of the questions involved, 
agree in presenting the following for the consideration, and, tf 
they see fit, for the adoption of the two General Assemblies. 

Believing that the interests of the Redeemer’s kingdom would 
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be promoted by healing our divisions ; that practical union would 
greatly augment the efficiency of the whole Church for the ac: 
complishment of its divinely-appointed work; that the main 
causes producing division have either wholly passed away, or be- 
come so far inoperative, as that Reiinion is now “ consistent with 
agreement in doctrine, order, and polity, on the basis of our com- 
mon standards, and the prevalence of mutual confidence and 
love;” and that two bodies, bearing the same name, adopting the 
same Constitution, and claiming the same corporate rights, can- 
not be justified by any but the most imperative reasons in main- 
taining separate and, in some respects, rival organizations; and 
regarding it as both just and proper, that a Retinion should be ef- 
fected by the two Churches, as independent bodies, and on equal 
terms; we propose the following Terms and Recommendations, 
‘as suited to meet the demands of the case: 

1. The Reiinion shall be effected on the doctrinal and ecclesias- 

tical basis of our common standards; the Scriptures of the Old 
and New Testaments shall be acknowledged to be the inspired 
Word of God, and the only infallible rule of faith and. practice: © 
the Confession of Faith shall continue to be sincerely received and 
adopted, ‘fas containing the system of doctrine taught in the 
Holy Scriptures ;” it being understood, that this Confession is re- 
‘ceived in its proper, historical—that is, the Calvinistic or Reform- 
ed—sense ; it is also understood, that various methods of viewing, 
stating, explaining, and illustrating, the doctrines of the Confes- 
sion, which do not impair the integrity of the Reformed or Cal- 
vinistic system, are to be freely allowed in the United Church, as 
they have hitherto been allowed in the separate Churches : and 
the Government and Discipline of the Presbyterian Church in the 
United States shall be approved as containing the principles and 
rule of our polity. 

2. All the ministers and churches, embraced in the two bodies, 
‘shall be admitted to the same standing in the united body, which 
they may hold in their respective connections up to the consum- 
mation of the union; imperfectly organized churches shall be 
counseled and expected to become thoroughly Presbyterian, as 
early, within the period of five years, as is permitted by the 
highest interests to be consulted; and no other such churches 
shall be hereafter received. 

3. The boundaries of the several Presbyteries and Synods shall 
‘be adjusted by the General Assembly of the United Church. 
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4, The official records of the two Branches of the Church, for 
the period of separation, shall be preserved and held as making up 
the one history of the Church; and no rule or precedent, which 
does not stand approved by both the bodies, shall be of any 
authority, until reéstablished in the united body, except in so 
far as such rule or precedent may affect the rights of property 
founded thereon. 

5. The corporate rights, now held by the two General As- 
semblies, and by their Boards and Committees, shall, as far as 
practicable, be consolidated, and applied for their several objects, 
as defined by law. 

6. There shall be one set of Committees or Boards for Home 
and Foreign Missions, and the other religious enterprises of the 
Church, which the churches shall be encouraged to sustain, 
though free to cast their contributions into other channels, if they 
desire to do so. 

7. As soon as practicable after the union shall be effected, the 
_General Assembly shall reconstruct and consolidate the several 
Permanent Committees and Boards, which now belong to the two 
Assemblies, in such a manner as to represent, as far as possible, 
with impartiality, the views and wishes of the two bodies consti- 
tuting the United Church. 

8. The publications of the Board of Publication, and of the 
Publication Committee, shall continue to be issued as at present, 
leaving it to the Board of Publication of the United Church to 
revise these issues, and perfect a catalogue for the joint Church, 
so as to exclude invidious references to past controversies, 

9,-In order to a uniform system of ecclesiastical supervision, 
those Theological Seminaries that are now under Assembly con- 
trol may, if their Boards of Direction so elect, be transferred to 
the watch and care of one or more of the adjacent Synods; and 
the other Seminaries are advised to introduce, as far as may be, 
into their Constitutions, the principle of Synodical or Assembly 
supervision; in which case, they shall be entitled to an official 
recognition and approbation on the part of the General As- 
sembly. 

10. It is agreed, that the Presbyteries possess the right to ex- 
amine ministers applying for admission from other Presbyteries ; 
but each Presbytery shall be left free to decide for itself when it 
shall exercise the right. 

11. It shall be regarded as the duty of all our judicatories, 
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ministers, and people in the United Church, to study the things 
which make for peace, and to guard against all needless and of- 
fensive references to the causes that have divided us; and, in 
order to avoid the revival of past issues, by the continuance of any 
usage in either Branch of the Church that has grown out of our 
former conflicts, it is earnestly recommended to the lower judica- 
tories of the Church, that they conform their practice in relation 
to all such usages, as far as is consistent with their convictions of 
duty, to the general custom of the Church prior to the controver- 
sies that resulted in the separation. 

12. The Terms of the Reiinion, if they are approved by the Gen- 
eral Assemblies of 1868, shall be overtured to the several Presby- 
teries under their care, and shall be of binding force, if they are 
ratified by three fourths of the Presbyteries connected with each 
Branch of the Church, within one year after they shall have been 
submitted to them for approval. 

18. If the two General Assemblies of 1869 shall find, that the 
Plan of Reiinion has been ratified by the requisite number of 
Presbyteries in each body, they shall, after the conclusion of all 
their business, be dissolved by their respective Moderators, in the 
manner and form following, viz. :—Each Moderator shall address 
the Assembly over which he presides, saying, “ By virtue of the 
authority delegated to me by the Church, and in conformity with 
the Plan of Union adopted by the two Presbyterian Churches, let 
this Assembly be dissolved; and I do hereby dissolve it, and re- 
quire a General Assembly, chosen in the same manner, by all the 
Presbyteries in connection with this body, and all those in con- 
nection with the General Assembly meeting this year in ; 
to meet in , on the —— day of May, p. 1870; and 
I do hereby declare and proclaim, that the General Assembly thus 
constituted will be the rightful General Assembly of the Presby- 
terian Church in the United States of America, now, by the grace 
of God, happily united.” 

Signed, by order of the Joint Committee, 
Cuartes ©, Beatry, Chairman. 

Epwin F. Harrrerp, Secretary. 


PuiapELpuia, March 14, a.p. 1868. 


It will be observed that the Committee have agreed upon a 
few modifications of the Basis of Union, reported in May, 1867 ; 
this, not so much from any change of opinion on their own 
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part, as with a view, if possible, of preventing or correcting mis- 
apprehension, and to meet, more fully, the views and wishes of 
the bodies which they represent. 

In reference to the Jirst Article, containing the doctrinal basis, 
the language employed is so explicit, that the Committee believe 
it will prove satisfactory to all who desire union on the terms of 
Christian confidence and honor, First of all, following the order 
of the “ Constitutional Questions” proposed by our Form of Go- 
vernment to all who are ordained to the Ministry and Eldership of 
the Presbyterian Church, we assert the great Protestant princi- 
ple—the sole supremacy and undivided authority of the Word of 
God, in all matters of faith and practice: assigning to this the 
foremost place above Church, Creed, Confession, School, and 
System. 

Magnifying the Inspired Scriptures, we next adopt, indorse, 
and honor, our common Confession, as “ containing the system of 
doctrine taught in the Holy Scriptures.” So far as they were 
concerned themselves, the Committee would have been content 
‘to rest in this prescribed form of words, as received and used by 
Christian Brethren. Unhappily, misapprehension, prejudices, and 
distrust are engendered by divisions, to obviate which the Com- 
mittee have endeavored to modify the language of their former 
report, thought by some to be ambiguous, so as to make it pre- 
cise, without surmising or exaggerating differences of opinion. 

In their judgment, the line of distinction between the two 
Assemblies, as now drawn, does not consist, as some have supposed, 
merely in theological diversities. The same Confession is adopt- 
ed by all. It is adopted in the same terms as containing the 
same system. To make this agreement the more determinate, 
the Committee have given this system its historic name. At the 
same time that we mutually interchange these guarantees for 
orthodoxy, we mutually interchange guaranteés for Christian 
liberty. Differences always have existed and been allowed in 
the Presbyterian Churches in Europe and America, as to modes of 
explaining and theorizing within the metes and bounds of the one 
accepted system. What exists in fact we have undertaken to 
express in words. To put into exact formulas what. opinions 
should be allowed and what interdicted, would be to write a new 
Confession of Faith. This neither Branch of the Church desires. 
Your Committee have assumed no such work of supererogation. 
Neither have they made compromises or concessions. They 
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append no codicil to the old Symbols. They have asserted, as 
being essential to all true unity, the necessity of adopting the 
same Confession and the same System, with the recognition of 
liberty on either hand, for such differences as do not impair the 
integrity of the system itself; which is all the liberty that any 
branch of the great Calvinistic family of Churches has ever claimed 
or desired. Your Committee cannot see how it was possible for 
them to employ language more precise and guarded, unless they 
were prepared to substitute “private interpretations” for the 
recognized standards of the Church. To go further in either 
direction than they have done would certainly lead to useless and 
endless “‘strifes of words.” Language somewhere must find a limit. 
It would be impossible so to frame expressions on this subject, 
that those who are opposed to retinion may not find occasion to 
cavil and object. But the Committee hope and trust that the 
Article now reported will commend itself to all fair-minded men, 
as containing what is precise, yet not exclusive; definite, yet not 
rigid; specific, yet not inflexiple ; liberal, without laxity ; catholic, 
without latitudinarianism. If exact uniformity in all shades of 
opinion, in technical adjustments, in philosophic theories, be 
regarded as essential to union, we should earnestly recommend the 
indefinite adjournment of the present movement. Nor would 
consistency allow us to rest here; our present organizations 
should be dissolved and exchanged for disintegration and indivi- 
dualism. 

Nothing need be said in vindication of the Second Article, to 
those who are fully informed concerning the churches referred to 
therein. Your Committee had to deal, not with abstractions, but 
with facts and realities. ‘The churches here described originated 
in a policy which was itself inaugurated by a remote necessity ; 
their number is limited, and cannot be increased; the terms of 
their relationship are prescribed and limited also; their Presbyte- 
rian relationship is at present cordial, happy, and eminently use- 
ful; and some of them ‘are deemed, by the Presbyteries with 
which they are connected, as among their most efficient and ex- 
cellent churches. As nothing is intended by our action to 
disturb the present relations of these churches, so nothing is 
designed to be done, at any time, which can be regarded as in- 
consistent with good faith and honor; but such statements were 
made by those members of the Joint Committee more immediately 
representing the sections of country in which these churches exist, 
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as led the Committee to believe, that the friendly counsel con- 
tained in this Article would prove not unacceptable to these 
churches themselves, and that the specification of a definite time 
might be an aid to them in perfecting that organization which is 
now suggested by Christian expediency. 

The several Articles, which contemplate the combination and 

reidjustment of the respective Boards and Committees of the 
two Assemblies, look only to economy and increased efficiency. 
_ The recommendation contained in the Highth Article calls for 
the briefest explanation, as it is believed that it will prove more 
satisfactory than the former Article, to which various objections 
were made. No disposition was manifest in the Committee to 
press invidious distinctions and preferences. Neither Publishing 
Committee is to supersede or indorse the other. Both, earnestly 
engaged at present in publishing what is received by the churches 
at large as valuable literature in theology and practical religion, 
are advised to continue as now organized, till such a new Board 
or Committee shall be appointed in the United Church, as, it may 
be supposed, would be prompted by every instinct of Christian 
propriety to omit painful and invidious references to past strifes, 
leaving undisturbed what is now, and ever must be, highly prized 
by all our ministers and churches. 

As to the action of the Committee concerning Theological 
Seminaries, as embodied in Article Minth of their report, all 
difficulty springs from the obvious fact, that there is no authority 
which is competent to forbid the endowment of Seminaries at any 
time by any individuals in our connection. Those Theological 
Seminaries, which are now independent of ecclesiastical control, 
were founded before the disruption, and endowed by men repre- 
senting alike what are now known as Old and New School 
Churches. What was done then may be repeated again, A 
recommendation, looking to some uniformity of ecclesiastical 
supervision, is all which the Committee felt to be within their 
province or that of the Assembly ; except that those Seminaries, 
now belonging to either branch of the Church, should have every 
guarantee and protection for their chartered rights which they 
might desire. 

A new Article, here designated as the Zénth, has been intro- 
duced, in which some concession has been made on both sides, 
designed to reconcile conflicting claims and usages. Many 
churches and Presbyteries, in both Assemblies, claim the right, 
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as now expressed in formal vote, of pronouncing upon the expe- 
diency of admitting, to their own membership, those who bear 
testimonials from correlative bodies. One Assembly now makes 
this obligatory upon all the Presbyteries. The Committee recom- 
mend the recognition of the right, and the abolition of the im- 
perative rule. As all difficulties springing from this cause had 
their origin in times of suspicion and distrust which, it is hoped, 
are passing away, it is believed that the whole matter may 
safely be left to adjust itself in a new era of confidence and 
harmony. In this connection, however, the Committee would 
particularly refer to the next (Article No. 11), which emphasizes 
the duty of all our judicatories to study the things which make 
for peace, and earnestly recommends to the Presbyteries to con- 
form to earlier and more ancient usages. The examination of min- 
isters passing from one Presbytery to another is altogether un- 
known to the Presbyterian Churches of Scotland and Ireland ; nor 
was it originally practised in our own. The extent of terri- 
tory covered by the Presbyterian Church in the United States 
may have been one reason for another method, in later years, in 
our own country; but, inasmuch as the right and usage asserted 
and defended by some, and denied and discarded by others, were 
related to controversies which are past, the Committee are confi- 
dent that practical difficulties, from this quarter, will be obviated 
by the adoption of their entire action in the premises. Amid the 
diversified practices which now prevail as to this subject in both 
branches of the Church, this recommendation of the Committee 
was designed to allay, and not to promote distrust and suspicion. 

That some changes must be made in the present method and 
ratio of representation is apparent from the size of the two 
Assemblies. Differences of opinion also have long existed in 
both branches, as to the powers and prerogatives of the General 
Assembly, as now exercised. Many are jealous and apprehensive 
lest these may transcend the limits of expediency and Constitu- 
tional Law. Whether the proposed reiinion would create the 
necessity of enlarging the authority of the local Synods and mo- 
difying somewhat the power and province of the General Assem- 
bly, is a subject upon which, as not having been referred to them, 
the Committees have not felt at liberty to make suggestions or 
to take action, beyond that of commending it to the attention 
of the two Assemblies, which they do in the following terms, 
to wit :— 
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“The Joint Committee recommend that each of the two Gene- 
ral Assemblies of 1868 appoint a Committee of five, to constitute 
a Joint Committee of ten, whose duty shall be to prepare and 
propose to the first General Asseinbly of the United Church a 
proper adjustment of the boundaries of Presbyteries and Synods. 

“This Committee shall also recommend to the General Assembly 
any amendments of the Constitution, which they may think neces- 
sary to secure efticiency and harmony in the administration of a 
Church so greatly enlarged and so rapidly extending.” 

Thus have the Committee discharged the duty with which they 
were intrusted. Having acted to the best of their ability, ac- 
cording to all the wisdom they could command, their responsi- 
bility ceases. The grave necessity of decisive action is now de- 
volved on the respective Assemblies and Presbyteries of the 
Church. That this responsibility transcends what ordinarily oc- 
curs in the'life of men, no one will question. 

The Union contemplated in this report is one based on “ mutual 
confidence and love.” The Committees are aware that they have 
personally enjoyed peculiar opportunities, in the way of intimate 
fraternal intercourse, for the cultivation and expression of these 
Christian sentiments. Whatever differences may exist among 
themselves, on subordinate matters, they have come to rest in 
mutual confidence concerning that which is of paramount import- 
‘ance. If the same sentiment prevails throughout the whole 
Church, organic Union cannot be prevented; if it should prove 
to be wanting, no technical formulas, no cautious ‘definitions, no 
well-guarded conditions, can produce union of any value or per- 
manence. There is a so-called unjty, which is like the freezing 
together into one solid mass of all incongruous and heterogeneous 
substances. Such icy compression is undesirable. There is 
another unity, which the Holy Ghost has compared to the living 
“body fitly joined together, and compacted by that which every 
joint supplieth, according to the effectual working in the measure 
of every part,” making “increase of the body unto the edifying 
of itself in love.” Such is the Divine model of ecclesiastical Union, 
combining diversity and harmony, liberty and love, and the whole 
instinct with life, and predestined to growth and perfection. Love 
demands few conditions, and confidence builds on something bet- 
ter than verbal guarantees. Your Committee have never expect- 
ed to reconcile all local interests, all private preferences, all per- 
sonal memories and prejudices. Content are they, if the Articles. 
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of Agreement, herewith reported and recommended, approve 
themselves to the thoughtful and judicious in both Branches of 
the Church, as suited to promote, not the advantage of any school 
or sect, but the healthful vigor of the entire Church, the pros- 
perity of the whole country, the honor of our adorable Lord. 

We make no computation of majorities and minorities, in the 
United Church, as related to past distinctions. We recognize no 
such idea as one body absorbing the other; our whole action is 
based on the principle of two bodies, now independent and equal, 
becoming assimilated and fused together in cordial “ agreement 
as to doctrine, order, and polity, on the basis of our common 
standards, and the prevalence of mutual confidence and love.” In 
such a sublime act, something must be trusted to the power of 
Christian sentiment; something left to be accomplished by faith 
in one another, as well as in our common Lord. Signs are visible 
in every quarter of increased confidence among Christin churches 
and ministers, long separated by ecclesiastical differences, now 
yearning for more of unity. As well might we deny the return 
of spring and the putting forth of buds and the tender grass, as 
question this obvious fact. Do not events indicate a Divine 
Leadership which it is our wisdom to observe and obey? Results 
have already been reached, under Pentecostal effusions of the 
Spirit from on high, surpassing the most sanguine expectations, 
rebuking unbelief, dissolving prejudice, and betokening greater 
things to come, Some things must be referred to the past. If 
we face the sun, our shadows are behind us. “Let the dead bury 
their dead.” It is our Lord himself who teaches us, that all which 
is personal and private should be held subordinate to the claims 
and affinities of his kingdom. What was tolerated once may 
not be justified now. The future cheers and animates us with 
brightest prospects. The voice of the Son of God rebukes the 
weakness and wickedness of schism, and enjoins the unity of 
faith and love. Hope anticipates the time when, every dissension 
healed and forgotten by Christian charity, all Branches of the 
Presbyterian Church, in all sections of our common country, 
holding the same Standards, shall be drawn together by patriotic 
and evangelical sympathies in cordial and indissoluble union 
Glorious things are promised to the Church, “in the day that the 
Lord bindeth up the breach of his people and healeth the stroke 
of their wound.” 

Surely it will be for good and not evil, for joy and not sorrow, 
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for strength and not weakness, if henceforth our rule shall be 
“ One body and one spirit, even as” we “are called in one hope 
of” our “calling. One Lord, one faith, one baptism, one God and 
Father of all, who is above all and through all and in” us “all.” 

“Now unto Him that is able to do exceeding abundantly above 
all that we ask or think, according to the power that worketh in 
us, unto Him be glory in the Church by Christ Jesus throughout 
all ages, world without end. Amen.” 

Signed, by order of the Committee, 


Witiram Apams, Chairman. 
May 20, 1868. 


The report of the Special Committee of Nine, to whom the 
above report was referred, is as follows :— 


The Committee to whom was referred the Report of the Gen- 
eral Committee on Reunion, respectfully make their report :— 

This Report of the General Committee of this Assembly con- 
tains the “Terms and Recommendations ” for Reiinion, as the 
Report of the Joint Committee of both Assemblies, and which 
“Terms and Recommendations” have manifestly been most care- 
fully prepared, are clear in statement, comprehensive of the whole 
subject of Retinion, and present a plain and intelligible basis on 
whick the divided portions of the Presbyterian Church in the 
United States may again stand together. Summarily, the basis 
is as follows: The Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments ; 
the Confession of Faith as a System of Doctrine, and tlfis to be 
received in the Reformed or Calvinistic sense; and the allowance 
of philosophical views and explanatory statements in the United 
Church which do not impair the integrity of the Calvinistic sys- 
tem. To these particulars, as the substance of the basis, other 
“Terms and Recommendations” are given, which may be consider- 
ed as complementary to the former; and on this ground it is pro- 
posed that the two bodies again become permanently one. 

To these “Terms and Recommendations,” the Report of the 
General Committee of this Assembly appends, as prefatory, such 
historic and explanatory statements “as may serve to convey to 
others the facts and motives which proved of such weight to 
themselves ;” and also, as supplementary, a very clear and full 
comment on the body of the “Terms and Recommendations” 
contained in the Joint Committee’s Report. The General Com- 
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mittee of the other Assembly append also, in their report to that 
body, the same comments and statements to these same joint 
“Terms and Recommendations.” These appended statements 
and comments, it is understood, have been personally signed or. 
expressly assented to by nearly all the members of the Joint Com- 
mittee. This is deemed to be avery valuable and important part 
of the Report which has been put into our hands, constituting an 
official and authoritative exposition of the meaning of the “Terms 
and Recommendations,” and which exposition is given as clearly 
and conclusively as language can be used to explain language. It 
must preclude the practicability of any judicial application of the 
“Terms and Recommendations” beyond the meaning here affix- 
ed to them by the authors themselves. Though not the covenant 
itself of Retinion, it is a direct official interpretation of it, and 
such that any attempt to over-ride it would be repelled by all 
the force of virtuous Christian indignation through the religious 
world. 

While the basis of Reiinion, given in these ‘* Terms and Recom- 
mendations,” may hopefully be expected to be found acceptable 
and even satisfactory to most of the members of both Branches 
of the Church, it has already become manifest that it is not ac- 
ceptable to all. Difticulties and objections, of probably opposite 
- bearings, will be found in the different divisions of the Church; 
but it is of importance here to us, that we recognize only such as 
it may be apprehended will be felt and urged in our own body. 
Among the most prominent will be, doubtless, found a measure of 
hesitation and difficulty from objections somewhat in the follow- 
ing form :— 

“Various methods of viewing, stating, explaining, and illustrat- 
ing the doctrines of the ‘Confession of Faith’ are to be freely 
allowed in the United Church as they have hitherto been allowed 
in the separate Churches,” only they must “not impair the integ- 
rity of the Calvinistic system.” And now, who shall decide whe- 
ther the views do impair the integrity of the system? If there 
be a strenuous and rigid umpire, such will doubtless be found in- 
tolerant of opinions and interpretations contrary to its own. A 
mind catitious and jealous of all encroachment on religious liber- 
ty will doubt, and in proportion to his fears he will hesitate or 
object. 

3ut is the danger here really formidable? Admit the majority 
of the ecclesiastical body must decide; but, in the way the mem- 
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bers of our Presbyteries now will have their standing in the 
United Church then, will they be unsafe and exposed to oppres- 
sion? Aside from the manifest liberality, and confidence, and 
love, which there must be in the members of the opposite Branch 
before three quarters of its Presbyteries shall vote us together, 
there are these quite impregnable safeguards. The man whose 
sentiments do not violate the Calvinistic system cannot be hurt. 
And if the fear still is that, in the opinion of the judicatory, the 
sentiment may be in violation of the integrity of the Calvinistic 
system, and that this opinion of the judicatory must rule, the an- 
swer at once is, not the judicatory on its own opinion, but the ju- 
dicatory as convinced that the opposite Branch of the Church has 
allowed or not allowed the sentiment to be in consonance with the 
Calvinistic system. If the man is not out of the pale of his for- 
mer church’s orthodoxy, he cannot be in danger from any eeccle- 
siastical court’s rigidity or bigotry. 

Danger from this cannot be further pressed without directly 
questioning the candor and honesty of the judicatory, and then 
we are at once beyond all Christian redress or regulation. 

Another difficulty is with the churches that have their standing 
on the Plan of Union. They are to stand in the United Body 
as they now stand in the New School Body. They are, how- 
ever, to be counseled, and expected to become thoroughly Pres- 
byterian. So far there is no apprehension of complaint. But 
they are to be counseled and expected to do this “as early, with- 
in the period of five years, as is permitted by the highest inte- 
rests to be consulted ;” and in this there is fear of injury. Why 
specify five years? The inference prompted by the fear is, that 
such churehes, remaining after the five years’ counseling, are to 
be excluded. But such inference is wholly gratuitous. The five 
years is put to give earnestness to the counsel and definiteness to 
the expectation. Counsel to become thoroughly Presbyterian, 
and expectation that it will so be at a period running beyond five 
years, would be weakness. If this cannot be gained within that 
time, both counsél and expectation may there cease. This is as 
long as self-respect in the counselor will allow of his working 
and waiting. 

But what if all this fails, and some of these churches stand still 
on the old Plan of Union? ‘The answer is, that though the invio- 
lable agreement still allows them the same standing in the United 
Body, yet that no more such churches are to be organized, and 
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these few will not greatly trouble us, nor will they probably long 


desire to maintain their partial connection with the Presbyterian 
Church. 

One other source of apprehended difficulty only need now be 
mentioned. It is in the expressed agreement “that the Presby- 
teries possess the right to examine Ministers applying for admis- 
sion from” another Presbytery. The position from which the 
objection comes is that the Presbyterian Church is a confederate 
body, and the confederacy is a unit, and membership in one place, 
with fair paper of transfer, confers the right of membership in all 
places in the confederacy. This is doubtless sate practice and 
principle in all ordinary cases. But extremities become often ne- 
cessities. 

And now, suppose we take this doctrine of previous examina- 
tion in cases of last extremities, or even suppose it to be held as 
very commonly allowable, what danger of oppression is there? 
Let the examination be as common or as rigid as it may, the ju- 
dicatory can do nothing against the man who is still within the 
pale of orthodoxy, according to the allowance of the old body 
with which he is in sympathy. The United Church is to fellow- 
ship the orthodoxy of both the present Churches. 

Considerations like these induce your Committee to the con- 
viction that, if the “Terms and Recommendations” are not all 
that one would wish, and even in some things are what one would 
wish they were not, yet, at the worst, they are not open to an 
oppressive or a dangerous use. There is a defence erected over 
which nothing but dishonesty can come to work us harm. The 
blessing of union, so accomplished, need not be feared as if about 
to be counterbalanced by coming injuries. 

But, on the other hand, your Committee are convinced that 
there is not only danger of losing the possibility of Retinion, but 
of incurring very hazardous and perhaps ruinous results if the 
action be longer delayed. Should modifications be proposed, or 
conditions and new explanations be voted by ourselves, besides 
the certain distrust and jealousy promoted, there will inevitably 
be the meeting of this by counter-modifications, conditions, and 
explanations, and we shall run at once into the temper and spirit 
of theological controversy. The heart of brotherly unity will be 
wounded, alienated, and abandoned by both sides. 

Should we determine to postpone action till another year, many 
of the churches will not delay. They will come together desul- 
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torily and more or less disorderly. Others will seek other connec- 
tions, and confusion and disintegration will in wide regions en- 
sue, The conviction of the importance of Reitinion and the hope 
of its possession have been stricken too deeply into the heart of 
the churches to be now checked in safety. Even with much 
doubt of the wisdom of some of the “Terms and Recommenda- 
tions,” your Committee deem it best that the matter go down to 
the Presbyteries for their decision. Divisions and alienations 
among ourselves will be best precluded by letting the grand 
issue be at once decided. 

Ii is, therefore, 

Resolved, That this Committee recommend to the General As- 
sembly the approval of the proposed terms of Reiinion as given 
on pages 8, 9, and 10 of the Report, and also the article on 
page 14, with the accompanying interpretations and explana- 
tions of the Joint Committee, and that the same be sent down as 
an Overture to our Presbyteries. 


The Permanent Clerk was directed to communicate the action 
of the Assembly upon the Joint Committee’s Report on Re- 
tinion to the General Assembly in session at Albany, N. Y. 


SATURDAY, May 30th, 1868. 
The Rey. Henry A. Nelson, D.D., the Rev. J. Glentworth But- 
ler, D.D., and the Hon. William E. Dodge were appointed a 
Committee to nominate the Committee of Five referred to on 
page 14 of the Report of the Joint Committee on Reiinion. 


MONDAY, June 1st, 1868. 

Resolved, That the Stated Clerks of our several Presbyteries be 
instructed to call the attention of their respective Presbyteries to 
the Assembly’s Overture on Reiinion, and to report the result of 
their action, in due season, to the Stated Clerk of the General 
Assembly. 

Resolved, That the report of the Joint Committee on Reiinion, 
and the report thereupon of the Special Committee of this Assem- 
bly, and any other action of this Assembly pertaining thereto, be 
printed, and sent to all our Presbyteries, under direction of the 
Stated Clerk. 


The Rey. Charles O. Beatty, D.D., LL.D., the Rev. Villeroy D. 
Reed, D.D., and Elders Robert Carter and Henry Day addressed 
the Assembly, presenting, in behalf of their Assembly, a proposi- 
tion to modify the approved Basis of Reiinion, as follows :— 
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“The following paper was adopted by the General Assembly of 
the Presbyterian Church, now in session in Albany, N. Y., on 
this 30th day of May, A.D. 1868 :— 


While the Assembly has approved of the report of the Joint 
Committee on Reiinion, it expresses its preference for a change in 
the first item in the Basis, leaving out the following words, namely : 
‘Tt being understood that the Confession is received in its his- 
torical—that is, the Calvinistic or Reformed sense. It is also 
understood that various methods of viewing, stating, explaining, 
and illustrating the doctrines of the Confession, which do not im- 
pair the integrity of the Reformed or Calvinistic system, are to 
be freely allowed in the United Church, as they have hitherto 
been allowed in the separate Churches.’ The Assembly believes, 
that by omitting these clauses the Basis will be more simple and 
more expressive of mutual confidence ; and the Permanent Clerk 
is directed to telegraph this proposed amendment to the Assem- 
bly at Harrisburgh, and, if that Assembly shall concur in the 
amendment, it shall become of effect, as the action of this Assem- 
bly also. 

The Assembly also appoints the Rey..C. C. Beatty, D.D., the 
Rey. Villeroy D. Reed, D.D., and Ruling Elders Robert Carter 
and Henry Day, a Committee to proceed to Harrisburgh, and per- 
sonally to lay this action before the other Assembly. 

(A true copy.) 

W. E. SCHENCK, 


Permanent Clerk.” 


The Rev. Henry B. Smith, D.D., LL.D., the Rev. Robert W. 
Patterson, D.D., and the Rev. Samuel W. Fisher, D.D., LL.D., 
with the Elders Hon. William E. Dodge and Mr. Edward Miller, 
were appointed to confer with the Delegation from the other 
General Assembly, and to recommend to this Assembly such ac- 
tion as they deem suitable in the case. 


The Rev. Samuel W; Fisher, D.D., LL.D, the Rev. Robert W. 
Patterson, D.D., the Rey. Edwin F. Hatfield, D.D., the Rev. Jo- 
seph I. Tuttle, D.D., and the Rev. J. Glentworth Butler, D.D., 
were appointed the Committee of Five referred to on page 14 of 
the Report of the Joint Committee on Retinion. 


The Committee to confer with the Delegates of the other Gen- 
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eral Assembly recommended the following minute, which was 
adopted : 


This Assembly has heard with profound satisfaction, and re- 
ciprocates with cordial fellowship, the statement of the Delega- 
tion from the General Assembly at Albany about the plan of 
Retinion. 

In respect, however, to the proposition for a change in Arti- 
cle Ist, as our Assembly is on the eve of an adjournment and 
greatly reduced in numbers,— 

Resolved, That we regret that no action can now be had upon 
this subject, as it cannot, according to our rules, be reconsidered 
and amended at the present sessions of the Assembly ; nor can the 
proposed amendment be now sent down to our Presbyteries in 
such a form as that its adoption would be of any legal effect. 


Resolved, That the Committee of Fifteen on Reiinion be con- 
tinued, and that the other Assembly be requested to appoint a 
similar Committee, to codperate with this, in furnishing such in- 
formation as they may deem best to the churches, in order to se- 
cure intelligent action on the subject of Reiinion. 


OVERTURE TO THE PRESBYTERIES. 


Tue attention of the Stated Clerks of the several Presbyteries 
is called to the following facts :— 

1. The Report of the Special Committee of Nine was unani- 
mously adopted by the General Assembly. 

2. The adoption of this Report included an approval of the Re- 
port of the Special Committee of Fifteen on Retinion; and requir- 
ed the Basis of Retinion, recommended by the joint Committee of 
Thirty, and mutually approved by the two General Assemblies of 
1868, to be sent down as an overture to the Presbyteries. 

3. The proposal for an amendment of the First Article in this 
Basis, submitted by the Albany Assembly, not having been adop- 
ted by our Assembly, constitutes no part of the Overture, and is 
not to be submitted to the Presbyteries. 

4, The subsequent action of the Albany Assembly, in respect 
to the interpretation to be given to the Basis, not having been 
adopted by our Assembly, is without binding force, and has 
nothing whatever to do with the Overture itself. 

5. It is made the duty of the Stated Clerks of the several Pres- 
byteries, to lay this action of the General Assembly before their 
respective Presbyteries for their consideration; and, previously 
to the meeting of the next General Assembly, to forward to the 
Stated Clerk of the Assembly a duly authenticated report of the 
result. 


The following is respectfully submitted as a correct and appro- 
priate FORM in which to bring the OVERTURE on REUNION 
before the Presbyteries :— 


“Does this Presbytery approve of, and give their consent to, 
the Retinion of the two Branches of the Presbyterian Church in 
the United States of America, on the Basis proposed by the joint 
Committee of Thirty, and approved by the two General Assem- 
blies meeting, in May, 1868, respectively, at Albany, N. Y., and 
Harrisburgh, Pa. ?” 

By order of the General Assembly, 
. Epwin F. Harrrerp, 
New-York, July 15, 1868. Stated Clerk. 
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